
whenever applicable : 

A . Func tiona l Considerations: 

B. Structural Considerations : 

C. Site Considera ti ons: 

D. Loc atio nal Considerations : 

Does the system perform properly? Does the 
layout o f the building permit prope r fun c tion7 

Is the s ystem p hys ic ally sound? 
ing in a go o d s t ate of re p air? 

Is the build-

Is the site of the facilit y s p acious enough 
fo~ its proper function in g? Is there ro om 
enough fo r he anticipa te d ~xpansi ons7 Ar e 
the other site characteristics such as topo 
graphy, soil condition, e c o suitable f or the 
facility to be located thereon? 

In view of the lo ca l g r owth and internal 5hif~ 

tren d s 1 i s the i t e of the facili ty p ro perl y 
located so that i is convenient to th e 
majorit y of its users? 1s it s lo cation c on ­
ducive to o p t imal operation? 

The results of the anal YSis based upon the above con 5 id erations lead di r~c tly to th e 
fourth step - the recommendations . The standards a gain st whi ch the recommendations were 
mea s ured were tailored to suit particula r local situations . It is hoped t ha through this 
approach, the recommend a tions outlined in this study offer a better fit, making them mOTe 
feasible for implementation in Selma. 

Special Emphasis and Recent Trends 

Throughout the study special emphasis is given to the expecte d future growth o f 
Selma based upon pa s t trends and present estima tes of urban expansion in the area. Acco rd ­
ing to the " Populat io n and Ec ono my" report for Selma by DCP, the p opulation in 1960 was 
3,102 . The expected p o pulation for 1970 and 1980 was 3,491 an d 3,814 respectively. The 
expected population for 1965 was a pproximat ely 3 ,297. In January of 1965, a special census 
was made and Selma was found to have a population of 3, 197 or 100 people less than was 
expected. This can be explained by the lack of annexation. In th~ past , much o f Selma ' s 
gr owth has taken place beyond its corporate limits. Annexation has kept pace with the 
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